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This paper provides a brief analysis of enrollment 
and withdrawal data for Beiticaa^Afflerican aad iioa*Kaxicaii-lDierlcatt 
studaEts at l^Bdlej College, The stafly Mas coaductea subaegueiit to m 
ezpr€ased concern that perhaps the collage could do more toward 
recruitaieat and ratentien of minority atadents* Results of an 
analysis c£ earcllment and withdrawal data indicated that 
Mexicaa^aaiarioa na coaprlsed ^6.9% of local high school atuaenta in 
fall 1974 but only 30,2fl of laedley stmaents, Howe^er^ while 
approsiiately B% of non^Hezlcaa-lmerlcan students withdrew from 
leedley in both fall 197^^ and spring 1975, only 531 of the 
He:iican*an#ricaii students withirew* Reasona for withdrawal 
(financialr needed at homSf work college) were aoBpared across 
both groups with no significant differenees founds Ih^ significantly 
greater parsistence of Meiican^Affierican stadent^ is attributed to a 
combination of effeetl^e racruiting^ pear advisingr financial aidp 
and other support servloas provided these students. It is reconmendea 
that effcrts slcnld continue to reduce all withdrawals^ regardless of 
ethnic origin* Data used in this study and subsaguent results of 
analysis are piesented in sis tables, ^ (JDS) 
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STAtKMENT OF WE PROBLEM 

4 concern was expressed that perhaps Reedley College could do more toward rcicruit- 
iiig and retaining minority studmts. It: ^as decided that should do some compariaoiis 
on enrollments and drop-outs or withdrawals. Tlic sIk high schools in the IrrBnedlate 
service area were cont acted for enrollment data^ and enrol Irnent data and v^l-thdrawal 
data were obtairied from the Rac^dley College Admissions Office, The chi-^square test 
of Independence was usetij with one degree of freadoni and a 5% lavel of canfldeneej 
a 3*B41 valua. 

RESULTS 

The fol lowing itiatrlctis for the chi- square test are self- explanatory. The null 
hypothesis was asbUn^ed. 

TABLE 1 
ENROLLMENT FALL (1974-75) 





High Schools (46. 9%) 


Reedley College {30,21) 


Totals 


Maxican^Anier* 


3198 


514 


3712 


Non/KaK. Amer. 


3614 


1186 


4800 


1 Totals 


6812 


170^0 


8512 



0 (3198 ' 118 6 ^ 3614 ^514)^ 8512 

^ 6Q11 1700 "3712 " 4800 " ^ 154,41 

Since 154 > 3,841, the null hypothesis is rejected, 

ENROLLMENT SPRING (1974-75) 

« 

high Schools (46,9%) Reedley Collie (36.9^) Totals 



M0Kican*Amer, 


3198 


612 


3810 


Non/NeH. Anifiri 


3614 


1045 


4659 


Totals 


6812 


1657 


8469 



0 < 3198 * 1045 - 3614 » 612)* 8469 
x" » 6812 . 1657 . 4659 . 3810 = 96,25 

Since Slip's, 841, the null hypothesis is rejected. 
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\^VmmMM.B FOH ALL HEASONS 





Pali, 


1974 








Withdrew 


Pcrs istcd 


Totals 




Mexicafi-Aniflr , 


24 


490 


514 


4.6 


Non/Mex, AmQf. 


94 


1092 


T - ' ■ 

11B6 


7.9 


Total a 


118 


1582 


1700 




(24 . 1092 - 94 


• 490)^ 1700 








X » U<i • 1582 . 514 . 1186 « i 


).ti& 






Since 5,88 ^^j.BAl, Che null hypothesis is reiected. 








VJIl'ilDMWALS FOR ALL REASONJ 








Spring, 


1975 








Withdrew 


Persisted 


Totals 


XW 


MeKlcan-AinGT, 


32 


5B0 


6]2 


5.2 


Non/Mex, Amer, 


94 


951 


1045 


8.9 


Totals 


126 


1531 


1657 




(32 . 931 - 94 


. 580)^ 1657 








s 126 • 1531 • 1045 - 612 « 7.79 






Since 7,79 ^■3,S4l5 the null hypothesis Is rejected. 








TABLE 
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WITHDRAWALS FOR FINANCIAL REASONS 






Fall, 1974 








Wtthdrew, 
Ftnancial 


Withdrew 1 
Non-Fin, 


Totals 


%Fin. 


Hexlcaii-Amer, 


9 


15 


24 


37.5 


Noii/Mex, Anier. 


37 


5/ 


94 


39.3 


Totals 


46 


72 






C37 ' 15 - 9 


• S7)' lis 








^ 46 • 72 . 24 


• 94 ^ .027 






Since .027 <r 3. 814 the 


null kypothesls Ig 


not rejactod. 
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WITHDRAWALS FOU FINANCIAL REASONS 





Spring, 

Withdrew, 

Financla]. 


L975 

Withdrow, 
N Din --Fin* 


Totals 


7.Fln , 


MeKican-Amer, 


1 A 


22 


JZ 




Non/HeH, Amer. 


32 


62 


94 


34.0 


Totals 


42 


' 84 


126 





-3 (10 » 62 - 32 ^ 22) 126 
x" = 42 . 84 . 3? . 94" =» .083 

Since ,083 -< 3.841 "t^i^^ null hypothesis Is not rejectcsd. 



TAilLE 4 
WiniDMWALS BY TlllC DEAN 



Fall, 1974 
Withdrew Withdrew 

By Dean Not by Dean Totals TaDean 


Mexican-Amer , 


4 


20 


24 


20.0 


Noil/Max. Amer, 


8 


86 


94 


8.5 


Totals 


12 


106 


118 




^ ■ (4 ' 86 - 8 • 20)^ 118 
x" « 12 . 106 . 94 • 24 = 1.392 

Since 1. 392 -"^^^ 3. 841 tlie null hypothesis is not vejtjctad, 

WITHDRAWALS BY THE DEAN 

Spring j 1975 

Withdrew Withdrew 

By Dean Not by Dean Totals 


Wftslcan-Anier, 


6 


26 


32 


18.7 


Noil /Mm. Amat, 


16 


78 


94 


17.0 


Totals 


22 


104 


126 





' n (6 . 78-16 ' 26)^ 126 

^ 22 , 104 . 94 . 32 » .049 

Stnce . 049.^3.841. the null hypothesis is not rejected. 
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TABLE 5 

WlTliDMWALS, NO REASON GIVEN 
Fall, 1974 



Mexican-Ainer. 


3 


21 


24 


12.5 


Non/Mex. Amer, 


8 


86 


94 


8.5 


Tot a"' s 


11 


107 


118 





(3 ^86-8 * 21) 118 
^ 11 * 107 - 94 ' 24 ^ .359 

Sinca * 359^-^^3, 841 the null hypothests is not rejected. 



WITHDRAWALS, NO RKSON GIVEN 
Spring, 1975 

No Reason Reason Totals %No ReaS. 



Mexican-Amei. 


7 


25 


32 


21.8 


Non/Mex, Amer. 


15 


79 


94 


15.9 


Totals 


22 


104 


126 





2 (7 ' 79 - 15 * 25)^ 126 

K = 22 . 104 -94 .32 » ,580 



Since .580 <]^3.841 the null hypothesis is not rejected. 
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TABLE 6 

WITHDiiAWALS, ALL PQSSTIjLE FINANCIAL REASONS 
Fall, L974 

Wlthdravalsj Financial 



41 - 53 



8) 118 

24 » .832 



~ 69 . 49 . 
Since .832 3.B41 the null hypotliesis is not irejectcd. 



KeKican-Amer. 


16 


8 


24 


66 


Non/MeK, Ameri 


53 


41 


94 


56 


Totals 


69 


49 


lis 





WITIIDRAWALS5 ALL POSSIBLE FINANCIAL REASONS 
Spring, 1975 

Withdrawals I Financial 



Mexican-Amer , 


23 


9 


32 


71.8 


Noii/MeK. Arner, 


63 


31 


94 


67,0 


Totals 


86 


40 


126 





0 (23 * 31 - 63 ■ 9) 126 

- 86 . 40 * 94 ^32 ^ .259 

Since *2S9^^ 3*8^1 the null hypothesis is not rejected. 



CONCLUSIONS AMD REC0>MNDAriONS 

The data in Table 1 confirms what already kn€Wi that wure coniparing -two 
difftfei^t populations* This comparison was made because it was requQ^imA* 
Howdvcr, it really raises more quusttons than it annwors, Th#^ chi=Hquare does 
show a ^ig)Lilfii:ant difference, that tha high scliool McKican-Amtrican unrollniunt 
Is algnificantly high^ than ths^Rueaicy College^ MeKlcan-Ainurlcum enrol liiient . 



Page 6 

It should be pointed out that the Reedley College population includes studcants 
from other areas ^here th© Mexican-Anierlcan enrollment could be considerably 
smaller than that enrollinent in t\\m^ siK area high schoDls used in the coniparlson. 
Further study should be done to deterralne the percentage of Mexlaan-Amerlcan etudenta 
in uach of the four grades in the local high schools. Is there a decline as the 
grade iricreaaes? What ts the holding power of the high schools for MeKican-Americans? 
The populatlcn at Reedley College that canie frgm those area high schools could then 
be compared with che enrollment p at tern of these high schools* 

Table 2 shows that the percentage of non/Mexlcan-American withdrawals is greater 
than the percentage of MeKlcan-American withdrawals , and that difference is signifi- 
cant. This could be dua to efficient recruiting by our E.O.P, Btaff| by our peer 
advisors; it could be due to the financial aid provided these students; it could 
be due to the supportive services provided these students; or it could be a coinblna* 
tlon of any of these factors. Efforts should continue j however , to r^uce all 
withdrawals regardless of ethnic origin* 

Tables % through 5 are comparisons of different reasons gtvan for witbdrawals* 
These reasons are those stated by the student- There are some differences in 
percentages s some in favor of the MeKican-Amerlcan ^ some in favor of the non/MeKican'- 
American, but none of these dif f ererences are significant* Reasons were taken 
from the Withdrawal Petition; financial reasons incXuded '^financial problems prevent 
continuing in college-% *'feel the need of helping at home**, and "must thooae be- 
tween a job and continuing in college**- The deans* withdrawal is ''withdrawn by 
Dean of Students j or Evening DlvUlon Dean*" This aould be due to lack of atten* 
dancM or other disciplinary action* Some students do not list any reason for 
^Withdrawing* These last two categories are looked at in Tables 4 and 5| and all 
thrM^ categories are pooled in Table 6, with the thought in mind that flnanelal 
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problems oould have contributed to these, withdrawals. There are some differenc 
but these are not significant. It appears that our E,0, P,S program is doing a 
conmendable job. 

bjs 

11/4/75 
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